: Letter 185 


ote) fPHt neck [teh fer eee Meee he 

JECE Lote! ok?) - ek he ae post i 
— at with Abtersilided Mifare 
moat Ge Y Bp * oe Abe. Abd. - 

Fhe hike beni 
7 adi. bac! AL 5 lache - A 
Me ae 2 ‘tad. KUALA O44 
lated " gised GD feast kg 
on a as Ly tg) 


Ek Bt) 


S 


PAs 45 ~ a Bethe. hi i 
pot AON BUADKL Ye keLey : 
deter the ca whucte Jaf - 

| 


/ 


fe UCCLING we: | G 
De Latte. Dk fOV KM TEL | 
- Due He AYE & - ft pos es hog 

fhe. ae a a O-] . a) MACE he. BALI. MG. 

es Cy 2 y; ee Ze . He CL. Be 

< e d . q taAtA CAhtl asl lez oe a J a hed Ate “GA, A 

Pe aa C hu tl feet fe ae my ee y thle 

Pa fb LEA CL ATMA. of 4 OFK_- Gf Ate CACO GA dg I 
eo SA ynihen Bike LEG ofp lpn as es 

| hee fA. fe Ct) At LCN ie Ble te oes Ab | wre. 


/ 
\ 


MAR 29 2001 


Af bes. whew 


Lee. 


MK tn. Me ye. ae 


Co. 


ee cay pM URT AMY MEE TA ia Beh age ee 


Psy hin ames ae Hidted fo ; 


re” eded, an At etl, BAL. The eC 


ponemase. JUOtH ke Mek 


Poheke At Ci Uf a 5 Oe bbeirt ar LAA t Meg ef 
he lg hes Af Chita oi L. MEL we AMA 
Wig de CHA. PH dfrer a aa Hb HE 


etd ae Hh p6 Pra k Ku Dh. ae i Ae 


YLe 


ay 466 ay 


Ce 


AVhee we VV-M fered. Ad Ah tal é. o 


ro JBL 
Ale ae Panag” eer aoe 


Ce un COD] Mie SUEY. 


2 
LAM eae fe ae D4 Lhe OBL 


his an & Meek = AD 


She Le : et . 4 Li de fO0 | 


“aD C4 Abb. LS 0 | ia, a t 2) were ‘ 
vee 5G sole, a Lt i j 
nat lBooben by gee 

0.2 |S 


1 set ou ea atin ign 8 ipod Aa wes 


Rose M. Fiore 
188 Webster Street 
Jeffries Point 


East —s MA 02114 . actplvtl 
wh AL 900' 


April 9, 2001 


Secretary of Environmental Affairs 
Attention MEPA Office 
Mr. Arthur Pugsley - EOEA N. 10458 
251 Causeway Street 

Boston, MA 02114 


‘Dear Mr.Pugsley, 


Please accept my thanks to you for taking the time to read this letter. The proposed 
Logan expansion project provides a very short term and temporary solution to an 
important, far reaching need for improved operations at Logan Airport. Massport’s 
research has proven that only 1% of delays will be ameliorated and the impact of the 
expansion will be negated in less than 3 years. At the human level,the new runway and 
centerfield taxiway will cause severe environmental impact to East Boston and other 
Boston neighborhoods as well as to all the cities and towns under or near Logan 
flightpaths. Proceeding on this course at this time will deny your agency and Massport 
itself the opportunity to develop the kind of truly comprehensive solution we can all be 
proud of and benefit from. | 


. In East Boston 4 to 5 times as many planes that now use runway 27 will depart from this 
runway. On runway 3 departures 4 times the current number will fly over our homes. _ 
East Boston and other surrounding communities suffer too much noise pollution now. To 
add more would be intolerable and unjust. This information is in the CIR prepared by 
Logan officials. Please see Volume 3, Table 4. 


The idea of lowering the landing maximums is a dangerous proposal. Planes wiil fly 
closer to the runways in bad weather to determine if it is safe to land their aircrafts. This © 
will encourage more plane to attempt bad weather landings over our residential areas. 


The centerfield taxiway will allow many more planes to wait on the tarmacs at the 
airport, along with their engines spewing pollution, fumes and noise directly across from - 
homes in East Boston and Winthrop. This gives the artificial impression of reducing 
delays by moving planes away from the terminal gates. In reality, the planes are still at 
the airport but are lined up on a taxiway instead. This enhances capacity but doesn’t 
reduce delays. It also makes our neighborhood environment much worse. 


nN 


A better approach to reduce delays and congestion would be to implement demand 
management techniques or gate management techniques. Peak pricing is one such idea. 
Other airports, like LaGuardia are finding necessary to implement this kind of approach. 


Of course, initiating a comprehensive all New England intermodal transportation 
planning process is the optimum proposal. Take all the airports in New England, all the 
present and planned passenger rail route and factor in telephone and video conferencing 
and the transportation problem could be addressed and resolved in a comprehensive 
manner. Utilize technical professionals from all of the New England States, involve 
transportation officials and citizen activists. A truly meaningful thoughtful plan for: the 
new century would evolve ready for implementation. 


The current proposal sadly is only a bandaid approach to the issue. The current delays 
and congestion will return with 3 years and then begin to grow and exceed the delays 
have today. This conclusion is based on figures generated by Massport itself! 
Additionally, of all the airplanes using the airport today, only 3 % ae affected by delays. 
Of that 3 % only 

1 % would be helped by the new runway. To impose such a negative impacts as huge 
increases in noise and pollution on neighborhoods for a 1 % reduction must be difficult 
for a thinking person, such as yourself, to believe. 


Please stop the expansion project. Support and implement a rational far reaching 
effective plan that will help us all. Thank you for your consideration. 


Sincerely 
fr? Fa 


Rose Fiore 
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Letter 188 


Aaron Fry 

44 Princeton Street 

East Boston, MA 02128 
Tel. 617 5614793 

e-mail. micah903@cs.com 


John C Silva 

Manager, Environmental programs 
Airport Division, ANE-600 

FAA New England Region 

12 New England Executive Park 
Burlington, MA 01803 


March 27 2001 


Dear Mr Silva 


| am a resident of East Boston and am writing to voice my concern over the extent 
of public input in the process to evaluate the pros and cons of the proposed new 
runway (14/32) at Logan airport. 


Unless Local residents are given ample opportunity to provide comment on the 14/32 
runway proposal, Massport and the FAA will be perceived by the people of Boston as 
acting unilaterally and without adequate public consultation. This, | believe will do 
irreparable harm to the credibility and good faith of both organizations in the eyes 

of the citizens of Boston. 


My family and many of my friends here have grave and legitimate concerns about 

the environmental impacts of the current state of operations at Logan let alone the 
environmental consequences of the proposed 14/32 runway on East Boston and 
surrounding communities. | am requesting that the public be given more time to 
respond to FAA/Massport’s Environmental Impact Statement/Report, EIS/R. 

In addition the only public hearing on this crucially important issue is scheduled for 
April 25 at 3pm in downtown Boston. | would like to request that several public hearings 
be scheduled in East Boston, Winthrop and the surrounding communities that will 

be most affected by the proposed runway. These communities are most anxious to 
develop an informed response to the environmental impact data that the FAA and 
Massport have on the runway proposal and would welcome the opportunity to discuss 
it in a considered manner in several accessible public forums. 


| look forward to your response. 


Sincerely,  s 


Cos : C oe ; 


Aaron Fry. 


MAR 27 2001 


Letter 189 


April 2000 


Mr. John C, Silva 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Manager, Environmental Programs 


PCComputing 


Dear Mr. Silva, 
i am writing in hopes that you can do something about stopping runway 14/32 from 
becoming a reality. 


i have lived on Lexington Sireet for the past 14 years and had i known that the 
noise and pollution were so bad, I never wouid have ey a home here. I wake up 
(bolt up) out of my sieep with my ieart pounding out of my Chest almost every 
morning around 6:00 am. The planes keep going until around midnight. So, as you 
can see, there really is no break. i cali the noise complaint iotiine aii the time out of 
frustration and speak to someone who doesn't even live in East Boston only to 
receive a written copy of my compiaini to file away in a pile. i don't even know why 
there is a noise complaint line. It does no good. I'm aiways tired, stressed and 
without patience because oi ihe consiant noise, rumbiing and car alarms going off 
all the time. I can't watch TV, or have any kind of a conversation, either on the 
phone or with company. in shori, i can't do ail the normai things that most peopie 
do everyday. 


i ciean up soot ali the time from my window silis, screens, back porch, etc. My 
daughter has had pneumonia 4 times already and she's only 9 years old. This is a 
serious condition! My mother, brother and 2 sisters have emphysema. i may be 
next. I wonder how much of this is attributed to the airport. 
i forgot to mention that Masspori soundprooied my home some years back. Li has 
made no difference at ali, except that I gave up expensive windows only to be 
replaced by metal crap that doesn’t even work. Li may heip slightly, but then you're 
a prisoner (all locked up). How does that help in the summertime when you need 
air, (but then again, it's only polluted air I guess.) 


I would appreciate anything you can do to stop this nightmare from happening. 


Sincerely, 


Eileen Green 
262 Lexington Street 


East Boston, MA 02128 APR? 200% 


Letter 190 


JOHN C. SILVA 
‘MANAGER, ENVIRONMENTAL PRQ 
AIRPORTS DIVISION, ANE-606——"t 
NEW ENGLAND REGION 

12 NEW ENGLAND EXECUTIVE PARK 
BURLINGTON, MA 01803 


I have been living my Condo in Eas: jereTor seven years. At first the airplanes weren't that bad. Now of course being on the 
runway, which I believe is 22L, it has Seconie unbearable. No one knows what it is like unless they live in the same situation. Each 
year more airplanes and directions are added. 


It has really made me HATE where I live. I was finally able to buy something of my own and I can't enjoy it. I work hafd and the 
last thing I want to hear when I get home is airplanes flying over my house. They keep me up at night and wake me up in the 
morning. It is very stressful and has effected me at my job. Complaining does not help; they just send me letters from the FCC 
explaining why they were flying over my house. Like I care how the winds are blowing. I want to hear how they will stop. 


I thought the airplanes were supposed to stop running at 12:00 midnight and not resume flying until 6:00 am. (can not possibly be 
stage three airplanes not with that noise and vibration as the FCC claims) This is not the case, just this morning after another 
restless night because of the airplanes (which happens often) they woke me up at 4:00am. I tell you I don't need to be awoken at 
4:00am after not being able to fall asleep until after 2:00am because of them. Something has to be done. It is not fair. They are 
taking advantage of us because they gave us the free windows. That gives them the right to add more airplanes in our path. 
Massport gave us the soundproof windows, which are very nice. They work some, but not when the airplanes are right after another 
and flying in different directions. Of course they don't work in the Summer months when you have your windows open. It is also 
when the airplanes fly more often. 


It wouldn't be so bad if they gave us a break. Why not give us a week free of airplanes, and take turns where the traffic is also bad. 
I would like to enjoy my home after work and weekends just like everyone else does. 


The airplanes are so low I can see the people in the windows, (only kidding). I am on the top floor, which are only three floors up. 
They are so low my whole condo and building shake and vibrates. (this cannot be good for the building). Also the fumes are getting 

‘in. Quite a few times they start their frequent flying at 7:00pm and through the night AND YES VERY EARLY MORNING. It is 
only getting worse. They are flying even lower and more often for the past month. It is just a matter of time before a major airplane 
accident happens, they are that low. Someone should take a look. It is very scary and sometimes I find myself ducking. 


There are so many different airplanes out there, each making their own LOUD and ANNOYING noise, coming every different 
direction with no end or rest in sight. If not flying they might as well be. I can hear them taxiing at the airport OR IDLEING up 
above waiting to land. You can see them for a couple of miles. 

ENOUGH IS ENOUGH. 

PLEASE 

IT IS NOT FAIR AND SOMEONE HAS TO DO SOMETHING ABOUT IT. 

ADDING ANOTHER RUNWAY IS NOT THE ANSWER. 

FIXI ISTING RE. 


I know there is no order to this letter but it tells you how many others and I feel. 

I can go on but I have to stop sometime. 

I am attaching a letter I emailed to Massport 9/11/2000 so you may also read the lies. 
Thank you for your time. 

Sandra E. Grieco 


10 Leverett Ave, 5C : 
an UNHAPPY RESIDENT OF East Boston, MA beer 


APR 26 2007 


Grieco, Sandra E, BMSLS 


From: Brad Martin [Brad_Martin@massport.com] 

Sent: Monday, September 11, 2000 3:00 PM 

To: Grieco, Sandra E, GRWMK 

Cc: Debra Lombardo; Thomas Domenico; Flavio Leo 
Subject: Massport response to email 


Dear Ms. Grieco, 


Massport realizes that Logan operations do impact communities surrounding Logan 
Airport. We take the responsibility of minimizing these impacts very seriously 

and work hard at creating and implementing noise-mitigation policies and 
programs. Over the last decade, Massport has implemented one of the most 
comprehensive noise abatement programs of any airport in the country. That is 
why we have some of the strictest noise rules of any airport in the country, 
including a nighttime stage 3 (the quietest jets) only curfew, noise abatement 

jet departure procedures, limited operations on certain runways, an extensive 

noise monitoring and reporting system. 


If Logan were to build Runway 14/32, aircraft operations over the Leverett 

Avenue section of East Boston could decrease by 36,000 annual operations. This 
new runway would allow the FAA to utilize over the water operations (towards and 
from the east, arriving on runways 33 and 32 while departing on runways 33 and 
27) during high demand periods). Currently, during high demand periods, the FAA 
utilizes the runway configuration that impacts your area of East Boston. 


We have forwarded your concerns of air traffic to our Noise Abatement Office. 
You can register a complaint at any time by contacting noise abatement at 
567-3333. 


Sincerely, 

Brad Martin 

Senior Aviation Planner 
Massport 


name = Sandra Grieco 

from = sgrieco@att.com 

company = 

address1 = 10 Leverett Ave 

address2 = 5C 

city = East Boston 

state = MA 

zip = 02128 

phone = 617-569-2659 

comments = After moving from E. Boston to Revere, after 15 years decided to 
move back to E.B. after buying a Condo of my own. WORST MISTAKE | EVER 
MADE. Seven years ago the air plane noises including engine idleing even 
when not flying over us has increased dramaticaly. Everyone has said | 

would get used to it, but of course | cannot. There is hardly a day goes 

by that airplanes DO NOT fly over us. Especially at night which starts 

about 9pm and is constant. After working hard all day | cannot even relax 

in my own house and enjoy TV. | have as | am sure many others are woken up 
by airplanes still flying over us at 2,3,4 am (real noisy buzzing 

airplanes, is that stage 3 aircraft?) and can't wait until 6a on the DOT 

(there goes listening for the NEWS with 3 radios going) for the bigger ones 

to start. 


I'm sorry but | don't believe there are any restrictions about flying. 
1 


“They are so low at times they shake our buildings which are only 3 stories 
high and also emit fumes into our homes. If not flying over us we still 
get no peace. They idle near us some taking off in other directions some 
just idleing. (I belive | am runway 22L) and it doesn't matter which way 
the wind is blowing. So as to the new runway. Of course frequent flyers 
are going to vote for it. THEY DON'T LIVE IN EAST BOSTON. As for flying 
over the water only, Where Revere Beach? like now before heading over our 
house. Like we won't hear that. And how long will that last. | guess 
that is all | have to say, | could go on and on and on. I know the only 
solution is to move out of East Boston. Everyone involved in the planning 
is not a resident and can't possibly know what we are going through. 

Sandra Grieco 


AP k IK 26 0. 
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Letter 191 


5/15/01 
Keith J. Hinchion 
160, Bennington Street 
East Boston, Ma. 02128-1750 
Mr. Arthur Pugsley 


251, Causeway Street 
Boston, Mass. 02114 
EOERA No. 10458 


Dear Mr. Pugsley, 


J am a concerned resident of East Boston. In reference to the Supplemental 
Draft EIS/Final EIR, Boston-Logan International Airport, | am concerned with the already 


existing noise levels, noise pollution, and constant traffic in my neighborhood. 


The noise levels have to exceed the FAA noise standard of 6SDNL. I have filed complaints 
with the noise abatement office for the last 5 years. Year after year, I’m told my residence is 
shortly 2 whole blocks out of the sound proofing program. This is totally unprofessional. The 
airport is located in East Boston, 2 - 4 blocks away from my residence, and aircrafts of all 
shapes and sizes fly directly over my residence from 6:15am to 1:30am the following day. East 
Boston residences are among the few cities located next to a major airport. I believe I have 
enough legal information, mailed return forms, pictures and other legal documents that would 
allow me to file in court against the FAA and Massport on the issue of soundproofing. 


The noise pollution levels are costantly abused. There is suppose to be a night time stage 2, 
only stage 3 (the quietest jets) from I 1pm to 7am. If you check with the noise abatement 
office(617-561-3333) you will find my whole family has been woken up by a fly-by in most 
cases 1:30am to 2:00am, then again it starts at 6:15am straight through [2pm. The noise 
abatement office has been nothing but professional in recieving my noise related complaint 
phone calls. Its nice to know Massport has at least one good department in the airport. 


Runway 33L is the main concern to this household, and I’m sure the new runway, if 
completed, will pose many more problems too. Runway 33L needs to be addressed in this 
cases. 


The constant traffic in and around East Boston is uneeded. I’ve learned how to get around 
the traffic the best I can, to and from work, and it seemes to be getting worse. A lot of vehicles 
that don’t belong in my nieghborhood sometime park here weeks at a time. You get to know 
whos automobiles who. You know when a few automobiles are just stelling a free side street 
space to save money while they go away. 


I hope you can understand my concerns and help us in anyway possible. Thank you for 
your time and have a good day. 
Fax 
we oS : < 
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Letter 192 


Secretary of Environmental Affairs 6 June, 2001 
Attention MEPA Office 

Mr. Arthur Pugsley - EOEA No. 10458 

251 Causeway Street 

Boston, Massachusetts 02114 


John C. Silva 6 June, 2001 
Manager, Environmental Programs 

Airports Division, ANE-600 

New England Region 

12 New England Executive Park 

Burlington, MA 01803 


Re: Logan Airside Improvement Planning Project and the FAA Supplemental Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement (SDEIS) and the Massport Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) 
No. 20458 


Gentlemen: 


This is the most outrageous, arrogant, ill conceived and poorly presented project that I have ever come 
across. It is full of inaccuracies and outright untruths. I support everything that is in the comments 
provided to the Citizens Advisory Committee to Massport by their consultants. Attached at the end is a 
list of studies put together by CAWA (Citizens Aviation Watch Association) that should be evaluated as 
a part of this expansion project. 


The Massachusetts Port Authority has tried to use every trick and a great deal of money to promote a 
project that will seriously degrade the surrounding communities, residents, historical national parks, 
edifices, and monuments both environmentally and in quality of life. The health and environmental 
impacts cannot be mitigated. It is only too evident that there is a much more insidious plan behind this 
project. I maintain that there is a very good chance that getting this injunction lifted is only the tip of 
the iceberg in getting the boundary injunction lifted and further expansion proposals of the airport. You 
may keep this on file for a few years later. 


I seriously doubt that this letter will have any impact on either decision. What I see happening is just the 
way to answer the points raised in these letters. There does not seem to be any attempt to analyze the 
comments, to put the concems together and look at the big picture. Of course, this is what the 
Massachusetts Port Authority has done ever since the Airport started to grow from the one runway into 
the beomouth that it is today—one “tiny” project at a time. 


It is being shown in more and more studies the health effects aircraft and airports have on surrounding 
inhabitants. This pollution is not just the immediate low level inflicted on people it is also the high 
altitude pollution affecting global warming. The additional capacity that this project will accommodate 
will lower air quality directly and now and indirectly for hundreds of years into the future. Of course 
this is true for all growth in the industry, What does it matter to you, me, or our children or our 
grandchildren? All will be the recipients of these decisions. It will be leveling a death sentence for who 
knows how many thousands of people. Where is the integrity in the decision? 


It is time decisions be made on how to make our lives healthier. If there is overscheduling, then address 
the issue, do not accept a band-aide that degrades everyone’s quality of life. Airlines can use bigger 
aircraft and be required to share scheduling so that too many aircraft are not being allowed to take off or 
land at the same time. It is time the people flying cither learn to check on weather conditions and accept 
M. Blossom Hoag (617) 567 - 4749 
177 Webster Street blossom@mit.edu 
East Boston, Massachusetts 02128 blossomhoag@att.edu 


that they will be in holding pattern until it can be cleared up and stop bellyaching about the delays. If 
things are backing up alerts should be put out, people should be required to check the airport AND 
airline to determine on time performance. 


This all comes down to the fact that what is needed is demand management—and not simply Peak 
Period Pricing as analyzed in the above referenced document! 


In addition to demand management, we need transportation systems that are clean, reliable, flexible, and 
frequent and inter connected. Giving people good alternatives to air travel will go a long way in 
reducing delays, keeping the environment cleaner and help protect peoples’ health. Transportation 
planning, coordinating and implementing throughout the northeast, the east coast corridor and Canada 
must be done. It is fine for Massport to say that they are working on a regional airport coordination, but 
what is really needed is to expand and upgrade our rail system. It is time to make travel of up to 400 
miles mandatory to be done by rail or bus. Air routes should be reserved for long destination trips. 


In your good conscience I am requesting that you find this document inadequate, the project flawed and 
reject the project in its entirety. 


In place of this project, I am requesting: 


1. A regionwide major health study to determine the impacts of the existing operations at Logan 
Airport and to look at the impacts that would be added by additional operations. 


2. Demand management implemented in a meaningful way and if that means changes laws then 
that is where Massport’s efforts should be put and not in this ridiculous project. 


3. Regionwide transportation planning and implementation. Equal funding for all modes. It is 
time rail received its equal share with airports and highways. 


Cordially, 


M. Blossom Hoag 
Cc: Senator Edward M. Kennedy 


Senator John Kerry 

Jane Garvey, FAA Director 
M. Blossom Hoag (617) 567 - 4749 
177 Webster Street blossom@mit.edu 


East Boston, Massachusetts 02128 | blossomhoag@att.edu 


CAWA list of Aviation Studies Web address: http:/Avww.us-caw.org/ 


Air Pollution Studies 

Climate Change Studies 
Compliance 

Fuel Studies 

Health Studies 

Noise Studies 

Reports 

Socio-Economic Impact Studies 
Water Studies 


Air Pollution Studies: 

- Air monitoring study in the area of Los Angeles International Airport. April 2000. 

- April, 2000. Key toxics found are benzene, butadiene, and elemental carbon. Longer term sampling is 
needed for a more complete risk assessment. 

~ Evaluation of Air Pollutant Emissions from Subsonic Commercial Jet Aircraft (EPA-~420/R-99-013, 
April 1999). 

- EPA Toxic Emissions from Aircraft Engines study. (EPA-453/R-93-028, July 1993.) 

Federal Aviation Administration. Air Quality Procedures for Civilian Airports and Air Force Bases. 
1997 

- Final Report Sea-Tac Airport Air Quality Survey. 1995 

- American Lung Association. Selected key studies on Particulate matter and health: 1997 — 2000. New 
studies confirm that current levels of Particulate air pollution are harmful to human health, 

- Washington State Dept. of Ecology. Sea-Tac Air Pollution Contribution. May, 1991, 

- Adams, A., B. Hulet, D. Ramras, H.Seidman. Sea-Tac Air Quality. June, 1973. 

- Donaldson, Wallace R., U.S. Department of Commerce. Air Pollution by Jet Aircraft at Scattle- 
Tacoma Airport. ESSA . 

- Technical Memorandum. WBTM WR 58. Oct. 1970. Study suggests a strategy to remove smoke 
plume. Toxic plume contamination is 12 miles long for approaches, six miles long for take-offs. 


Climate Change Studies: 
- GAO Study Links Aircraft Emissions to Global Warming as a significant factor. 


- NASA believes jet contrails contribute significantly to climatic changes. (Adobe PDF format) 

- Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. “Special Report on Aviation and the Global 
Atmosphere.” 1999 (Adobe PDF format). 

- The Plane Truth. This report looks at the remarkable forecasts for the rates of growth within this 
industry and critiques the data used by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. It looks at the 
impact that aviation is currently having on the environment and estimates what that impact might be if 
these widely predicted rates of growth are achieved. The report concludes that the way aviation affects 
the environment requires serious discussion. greenhouse gases causing climate change, local air 
pollution and noise pollution, and looks at how that contribution is likely to increase. 


Compliance: 

- EPA Enforcement Alert: “Airlines Must Comply With Federal Fuel Standards, Stormwater and Spill 
Prevention Requirements, and Report Emergency Releases.” 

- EPA Office of Compliance Sector Notebook Project. Air Transportation Industry. October 1998. 

- Multimedia summary, industrial process, pollution outputs, TRI data, pollution prevention, federal 
regulations, compliance history, compliance assistance, voluntary programs, air transportation, airport 
operations, aircraft washing, aircraft deicing, tarmac deicing, nmnway deicing, chemical stripping wastes, 
used oil, batteries, aircraft cleaning, hazardous waste, environmental law, compliance, enforcement, 
storm water, pretreatment, emergency plans, spill prevention, air emissions, VOC’s. 


Fuel Studies: 

- Canada and the United States, Draft Report on Alkyl-Lead: Sources, Regulations and Options. 
Revised: November 02, 1999. 

- Aviation gasoline (avgas) is currently the fuel with the greatest alkyl-lead (TEL) content, ranging from 
4.4x10-3 to 8.8x10-3 lbs as lead/gal (USEPA, 1998a). Only TEL is used in aviation gasoline. The other 
aviation fuels, such as Jet kerosene and JP-4, do not contain alkylated lead compounds. 


Health Studies: 

- Park Ridge, Illinois O’Hare Toxic Air and Cancer Risk Pollution Study. O’Hare Agen Toxic Air 
Study discovered over 200 air toxic emissions emitted from airport property. The study shows 
unacceptable cancer risks from airport operations and flights at O’Hare which affects 98 communities in 
about a 32 mile radius of the airport, including Chicago proper. 

Chapter 1 

Chapter 2 

Chapter 3 

Chapter 4 (In Adobe PDF Format) 

- Fox J. Philis. Summary comments from airport workers on the Oakland Airport expansion. 1997. 
These analyses indicate that off-site impacts of the Project are already significant and would increase the 
incidence of cancer and respiratory disease in residential neighborhoods around the airport and among 
employees at the airport itself. 

- Piazza, Bill. Los Angeles School District. Santa Monica Airport Palsioas Report. Among many 
other significant findings, the study shows that with generally only 15 jet flights a day, 5,000 annual, that 
it causes a significant increase in cancer risks. 

- Epidemiological study of Boston’s Logan, Among other findings it shows: For the most common 
respiratory diseases, asthma and allergy, disease is twice as common in the most heavily exposed 
neighborhood as it is in the least exposed. 

- American Lung Association. Selected key studies on Particulate matter and health: 1997 — 2000. New 
studies confirm that current levels of Particulate air pollution are harmful to human health. 

- Airport Cancer Maps: US-EPA / Minneapolis Minnesota Cancer Risk Map. US-EPA / Minneapolis 
Minnesota 

~ Noncarcenogenic Inhalation Risk Map. Airport Site map for Minneapolis. Sydney Airports Cancer 
Map. (Maps are in Adobe PDF format). . 

- Health data from a residential US-EPA grant study prepared by Seattle-King County Department of 
Public Health for communities surrounding Boeing Field (King-County International Airport). The data 
shows significant health spikes in hospitalization and death rates. Summary Data. Full Data. 

Public health impact of large airports (study for purchase). Public health impact of large airports. 

- Passchier W, Knottnerus A, Albering H, Walda Netherlands.wf.passchier@gr.nl Health Council of 
The Netherlands, The Hague. Large airports with the related infrastructure, businesses and industrial 
activities affect the health of the population living, traveling and working in the surroundings of or at the 
airport. The employment and contributions to economy from the airport and related operations are 
expected to have a beneficial effect, which, however, is difficult to quantify. More pertinent data are 
available on the, largely negative, health effects of environmental factors, such as air and soil pollution, 
noise, accident risk, and landscape changes. Information on the concurrent and cumulative impact of 
these factors is lacking, but is of primary relevance for public health policy. A committee of the Health 
Council of The Netherlands recently reviewed the data on the health impact of large airports. It was 
concluded that, generally, integrated health assessments are not available. Such assessments, as part of 
sustainable mobility policy, should accompany the further development of the global aviation system. 

- Addressing Community Health Concerns Around SeaTac Airport, Washington State Department of 
Health, Washington State 

- Department of Ecology, Puget Sound Clean Air Agency, March 2000. The airport and airport-related 
activities are potentially major sources of air pollution and environmental justice requires that one group 
of people not benefit at the cost of environmental degradation affecting the quality of life of another 
group. Further study is being pursued. 

- International Airport ; RCAA White Papers, Book 1. (Reviews air and toxic pollutants commonly 
found in airport communities and their effects on health and the environment. Summarizes 1991 

- Washington State Department of Ecology Study and the lack of a monitoring program at Sea-Tac.) 


Airports are known to be major sources of noise, water, and air pollution. Environmental Health 
Perspectives Volume 105, Number 12, December 1997. The issue of the effect of airports on the 
environment and human health has heated up in recent years as public interest and citizen groups contest 
airport expansion on environmental and health grounds, and the airline and airport industries attempt to 
meet increasingly stringent regulations in these areas. 

- Environmental Policies at Europe’s Airports’: A European study that finds aviation mitigation 
measures are seen as ineffective and increasingly outpaced by growth. While pointing out problems, 
study suggests some solutions. View their home page at: http://www.milieudefensie.n\/airtravel/. 

- Report from the Environmental Organization, Copenhagen: This report concludes that the 
airport/aviation industry is the single most polluting industry, yet is virtually free from meaningful 
regulation. 


Noise Studies: 

- Aviation and the Environment: FAA’s Role in Major Airport Noise Programs. RCED-00-98 April 28, 
2000. 

- Airport noise is harmful to the health and well-being of children and may cause lifelong problems. 

By Comell University and others, March 1998. Study shows concern for the 10 million American 
schoolchildren living in airport affected areas. The study was supported, in part, by the Society for the 
Psychological Study of Social Issues, the National Institutes of Health, the Nordic Scientific Group for 
Noise Effects, the Swedish Environmental Protection Agency and the German Research Foundation. 

- Papers from Inter-Noise 98, the 1998 International Congress on Noise Control Engineering. 

- Kids near airports don’t read as well because they tune out speech. by Comell University, April, 1997. 
Willy Passchier-Vermeer and Wim F. Passchier. 

http://ehpnet 1 niehs.nith.gov/docs/2000/supp!-1/123-13 lpasschier-vermeer/abstract.html 

“Noise Exposure and Public Health”. 

- Environmental Health Perspectives Volume 108, Supplement 1, March 2000. Exposure to noise 
constitutes a health risk. There is sufficient scientific evidence that noise exposure can induce hearing 
impairment, hypertension and ischemic heart disease, annoyance, sleep disturbance, and decreased 
school performance. 

- Prof. W. Holland, Heathrow Association for the Control of Aircraft Noise. Noise and Health. June 
1997. 

- Bronzaft, A. L. Effects of Noise. In Encyclopedia of Environmental Science and Engineering. (1998). 
Edited by J. R. Pfafflin and E. N. Ziegler. Netherlands: Gordon and Breach Science Publishers. Review 
article includes definition of sound and noise, physiological and psychological effects of noise, 
responsibility of government, planning and designing for quiet, and discussion of efforts of organizations 
combating noises. 

- Bronzaft, A. L. Noise Sources, Health Impacts and Legal Remedies: A Psychologist’s Perspective. 
(1998). Environmental Law in New York. New York: Matthew Bender. 

Discusses the sources of noises and mental and physical health impacts but the major focus is on the law 
and noise on the federal and New York State level. 

- Bronzaft, A., Ahem, K. D., McGinn, R., O’Connor, J. and Savino, B. Aircraft Noise: A Potential 
Health Hazard. In Environment and Behavior, January 1998, Volume 30, pp 101-113. 

Abstract: A questionnaire distributed to two groups, one living within the flight pattern of a major airport 
and the other in a non-flight area, sought to determine whether these groups would respond differently to 
questionnaires pertaining to noise, health perception, and quality of life issues. Nearly 70% of the 
residents living within the flight corridors reported themselves bothered by aircraft noise. Aircraft noise, 
in contrast to other bothersome noises, interfered more frequently with daily activities. Subjects who 
were bothered aircraft noise were more likely to complain of sleep difficulties and more likely to 
perceive themselves to be in poorer health. This study’s finding of a possible relationship between noise 
and adverse health effects might encourage policy makers to enact pending anti-noise legislation and to 
fund further noise research. With 70% of the subjects reporting being bothered by noise, it can’t be said 
that only a few are bothered. Daily activities interfered with: watching television, sleeping, opening 
windows, sleep. These are all important to a good “quality of life.” 

For more information: Contact Arline L. Bronzaft, Ph.D., 505 E. 79" Street, New York, NY 10021.— 


email: albtor@aol.com 


Reports: 
- Flying Off Course: Environmental Impacts of America’s Airports. Natural Resources Defense 


Council. Oct. 1996. The findings were, while airports vary in terms of size and geographical 
characteristics, significant environmental impacts were common to most of the airports in our survey. 
The study also found that the regulatory framework currently in place to address these impacts 1s 
inadequate. Because aviation is the fastest growing mode of transportation in the United States, 
increasing nearly twice as fast as motor-vehicle travel, these failings must be addressed. This report 
focuses on the issues they thought to be most significant: noise and land use, ground-level air emissions, 
water pollution, and, on a more global scale, climate change and energy efficiency. 

- Professor Kenneth Button, The Institute of Public Policy, George Mason University. Oct. 29, 1998, 

- Aviation & the Environment: A General Perspective (Adobe PDF format). 

- Button, Kenneth. The Institute of Public Policy, George Mason University. The Usefulness of Current 
International Air Transport Statistics. 

- Global aviation impacts from Friends of the Earth International. 1997. 


Socio-Economic Impact Studies: 
(This section discusses projected socio-economic impacts of Sea-Tac expansion including changes in 


land uses, impacts on home ownership, local government revenues, impacts on residential property 
values and property tax revenues, effects on community facilities and services, educational impacts on 
children as well as impacts on School District revenues. This section recommends steps to mitigate 
community impacts associated with Sea-Tac expansion.) 

- http://www. rcaanews.ore/hoksum.htm#hoksumtop * Helmuth, Obata + Kassabaum, Inc. — ;Dallas, 
Texas; Raytheon Infrastructure Services, Inc. -- ;Denver & Philadelphia, in association with 
Thomas/Lane & Associates, Inc. -- ;Sea~Tac 
- International Airport Impact Mitigation Study: Initial Assessment and Recommendations, February, 
1997. Executive Summary. Prepared under a grant from the State of Washington. Reviews the costs of 
mitigating noise, transportation, property loss, tax loss, and school impacts of the proposed third ranway 
at Sea-Tac. 

- http://www.rcaanews.ore/hoksec9. htm#hoksec9top * Helmuth, Obata + Kassabaum, Inc. -- ;Dallas, 
Texas; Raytheon Infrastructure Services, Inc. - ;Denver & Philadelphia, in association with 
Thomas/Lane & Associates, Inc._— 

- Sea~Tac International Airport Impact Mitigation Study: Initial Assessment and Recommendations, 
February, 1997. Section 9 — Potential Socio-Economic Impacts and Mitigation. 

- http://www.rcaanews.ore/HOKappa. htm * Helmuth, Obata + Kassabaum, Inc. — Dallas, Texas; 
Raytheon Infrastructure Services, Inc. -- ;Denver & Philadelphia, in association with Thomas/Lane & 
Associates, Inc. -- ;Sea-Tac International Airport Impact 

- Mitigation Study: Initial Assessment and Recommendations, February, 1997, Appendix A: Equity 
Issues and Socio-Economic Impacts. This section of the HOK Report examines the economi benefits and 
costs to the locally impacted communities. It generally concludes that the communities shoulder heavy 
costs for the impacts but receive relatively small amount of the benefits from the airport. 


Water Studies: 

- Hartwell, S. Ian, et. al, State of Maryland. Toxicity of Aircraft De-icer and Anti-icer Solutions on 
Aquatic Organisms. May, 1993. The propylene glycol anti-icer solution was found to be more toxic than 
the ethylene glycol de-icer solutions by two orders of magnitude. Both types of solutions exhibited 
greater toxicity than literature values for the primary ingredients. 

- Toxicological data and bibliography for some of toxic additives found in deicing fluids at Baltimore- 
Washington Airport. 

- Gruden, C_L., et. al. Toxicity of Aircraft Deicing Fluid Additive in Anaerobic Environments. 
Aircraft deicing practices generate millions of gallons of contaminated runoff and concentrated 
wastes annually. The chemical additives to the deicing fluids appear to have negative impacts 
on biological treatment systems, fish and zooplankton at low concentrations. 


Letter 193 


Ethan D. Hoag 
177 Webster Street 
East Boston MA 02128 


June 6, 2001 


John C. Silva, Manager Environmental Programs 
Airports Division, ANE -600 

New England Region 

12 New England Industral Park 

Burlington, MA 01803 


Dear Mr. Silva 


The following are my comments regarding the Massachusetts Port Authority's proposal 
for runway 14/32 and other "air side" improvements. 


I have recently retired from employment as a researcher and consultant in defense related 
activities for both the government and the private sectors and have reviewed scores of 
proposals. Massport's is one of the most elaborate and ill conceived I have seen in forty 
years, an unconscionable waste of tax payer dollars. I could write volumes about the 
inconsistencies and misrepresentations contained in it as have independent consultants 
(hired by Massport on behalf of the Citizen's Advisory Committee). However I shall 
confine my comments to the following. 


Massport's emphasis on delays is misplaced. Delays are but a symptom of a much more 
fundamental problem: ever expanding demand for travel. And even the delay issue is not 
credibly addressed. For example according to footnote 11 on page 1-16 of the 
DEIS/FEIR, NW wind conditions during which 14/32 would reduce delays, occur only 
10 days each year, i.e. 3.6% of the time. Forgive me if the logic of this escapes me. 
Slogging through this massive document to understand how even this one detail is 
relevant to overall delays is all but impossible in any reasonable amount of time. 


The real issue is that of transportation in general and Northeastern travel and 
transportation in particular. Massport should be taking the lead on this issue not just in air 
travel but in all forms of transportation. Their cursory inclusion of rail options is totally 
inadequate, not even mentioning the possibility of the North/South rail link between 
North Station and South Station and how that, coupled with a general upgrade of rail 
would spur regional cooperation and economic development throughout the Northeast. 


Nor do they adequately consider the air pollution aspects of Logan Airport. The proposal 
totally ignores a local study commissioned by the Town of Winthrop on asthma and other 
respiratory problems. A more comprehensive study commissioned by the City of Park 
Ridge Ill. has shown unequivocally that pollution originating from O'Hare International 
Airport raises cancer risk by a factor of ten in nearby towns. A similar study should be 
undertaken by Massport before any airside expansion plans are considered. 


There is no guarantee that the new runway will remain unidirectional in the future or that 
it will not be lengthened. It is questionable whether regional jets (who's numbers make up 
a rapidly increasing fraction of the fleet) can even land on a 5000 foot runway. 


The proposal in its present form represents at best a band aide approach to a pervasive 


problem throughout the U.S. and Europe and at worst is a thinly veiled excuse for Logan 
expansion. I implore you to reject this proposal. 


Yours truly, st p D 14 


Ethan D. Hoag 
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Ethan D. Hoag 
177 Webster Street 
East Boston MA 02128 


May 3, 2001 


John C. Silva, Manager Environmental Programs 
Airports Division, ANE -600 

New England Region 

12 New England Industrial Park 

Burlington, MA 01803 


Dear Mr. Silva, 


Enclosed herewith please find a copy of my comments given orally at the EIS/SDEIS 
hearing on April 25, 2001 at the Radisson Hotel in Boston. 


The proposal in its present form represents at best a band aide approach to a pervasive 


problem throughout the U.S. and Europe and at worst is a thinly veiled excuse for Logan 
expansion. I implore you to reject this proposal. 


Yours truly, 6° ; Y} Ye, [ 


Ethan D. Hoag 


May 08 200t 


Logan Airport "Improvements" Planning Project 


Comments by Ethan D. Hoag, 4/25/01 


We urgently need a health study before any commitment is made to proceed with the 
construction of a new runway or any other so called airside "improvements" (particularly 
the Center Field Taxiway). By the Massachusetts Port Authority's own public admission, 
Logan Airport is already a major source of air pollution, second only to the Filthy Five 
power plants. 


The Town of Winthrop has undertaken a study (paid for by the Town) indicating a clear 
correlation with respect to incidences of asthma, allergies and other respiratory problems. 
These data correlate inversely with the distance of each sample from Logan Airport - i.e. 
the closer to the airport the higher the density of incidences. Massport has essentially 
ignored this study in its deliberations. 


The Town of Park Ridge, Ill. has also funded a health study regarding pollution from 
O'Hare International Airport which is located within the Town. In this study the entire 
fence line surrounding the airport was monitored so that airport related pollution data 
could be separated from other surrounding sources. This data was then used in a 
dispersion computer model to determine contours of likely cancer mortality rates. The 
shape of these contours bear a striking resemblance to those of noise contours. Like noise 
contours they are star shaped and correlate with the directions of the airport runways. 


O'Hare is not unlike Logan in many respects. It is similar in size and operations and 
incorporates similar pollution sources. Dispersion is likely to be similar. Therefore it is 
not too much of a stretch to overlay Logan with these same contours. When this is done 
as shown in the attached figure, it is clear that many neighborhoods surrounding Logan 
are at great risk. The innermost contour represents a likely cancer death risk ten times 
that for the Commonwealth. This contour includes all of East Boston and Winthrop and 
passes through South Boston, the Boston Waterfront, Chelsea, and Revere. The next 
contour represents five times the average. This contour includes all of Hull and Nahant 
and passes through Quincy, South Boston, Downtown Boston, Cambridge, Somerville, 
Everett and Lynn. Two times the average extends from Braintree and Cohasset in the 
south, to Peabody and Marblehead in the north and west to Medford and Arlington. 


It is important to remember that cancer mortality rates discussed here are those predicted 
just for pollution generated by Logan. Other sources such as the expressways, and power 
plants, etc. will add to these rates. 


Massport has spent millions of taxpayer dollars concocting an elaborate case for 
"delays" and how to remedy them by their airside "improvements". The fact is that only 
about one percent of the delays will be reduced by the new runway. The bottom line is 
that the so called "Improvements" are nothing more than an expansion plan. The delay 


problems are by no means unique to Logan. Similar problems exist at all major airports in 
the U. S. and Europe. Building new runways is not a solution any more than building new 
highways in Los Angeles was a solution to their smog problem. We need to embark on a 
serious effort to expand and improve our regional rail infrastructure in order to reduce our 
total reliance on air travel. 


We need a serious health study similar but more comprehensive than that initiated by 
Park Ridge before we proceed with any expansion plans for Logan Airport. 
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Officials looking to speed up 
runway construction 


By Jonathan D. Salant, Associated Press, 04/20/01 


WASHINGTON -- Airline industry officials, promoting new 
runways as the solution to overcrowded airports, want to 
speed up environmental reviews so the concrete can be 
poured quicker. 


PLANNED RUNWAYS Legislation has been 
introduced to require that 
federal, state and local 
agencies simultaneously study 
the environmental impact 

than conduct separate probes 


one after another. 


» More than 20 runways 
are planned to open during 
the next decade. Take a 
look. — 


Additionally, Federal Aviation Administration officials are 
working with other government agencies to speed up 
approvals. 


"You can do things to inform people better about why they're 
not getting to where they need to go, but in the end the 
solution is adding additional capacity so people can get from 
point A to point B," said Todd Hauptli, chief lobbyist for the 
American Association of Airport Executives and the Airports 
Council International-North America. "The biggest bang for — 
the buck in adding capacity to the system is building 


additional runways at the major airports." 


Some groups worry that the effort to speed up construction 
will mean far less scrutiny of how a new runway would affect 
surrounding neighborhoods' noise, land, water and wildlife. 


"We would have major problems with any proposal that 
would eliminate normal environmental reviews," said Dennis 
McGrann, executive director of the National Organization to 
Insure a Sound-Controlled Environment, a coalition of 
elected officials of municipalities near major airports. 


FAA Administrator Jane Garvey insisted environmental 
protections will not be sacrificed to reduce airline delays. 


"No one is talking about shortchanging the environmental 
process," she said. 


Both industry and government officials say building new 


http://www. boston.com/news/daily/20/runways.htm 
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runways will reduce delays that now seem almost as much a 
part of flying as flight attendants and pilots. More than one- 
fourth of airline flights last year were delayed or canceled, 
and the FAA projects that takeoffs and landings will grow by 
39 percent between 2000 and 2012. 


Environmental reviews now account for one-third of the time 
required to build a new runway. In some current situations: 


e Seattle's new runway is to be finished by 2006, 15 years 
after planning began. Environmental reviews took five years. 


e In Atlanta, home of the nation's busiest airport, a new 
runway is to open in 2005 after 10 years of planning and 
construction, including more than three years studying 
environmental impact. 


e Cleveland is to get a new runway in 2003 to end a 13-. 
effort, including 3 years of environmental reviews. 


FAA officials are to tell Congress this month of the steps 
their actions to speed up construction. 


They include drafting a single environmental-impact 
statement that addresses requirements of all federal and 
state agencies overseeing a project. For example, the U.S. 
Corps of Engineers needs a more detailed study of the 
impact on wetlands than the FAA does. 


In addition, rather than have a regional office of a federal 
agency review a project, then send it to Washington for 
another look, the local and national teams now work together 
from the start. 


The FAA also has added five employees to 33 it had 
assigned to work on environmental impact statements. The 
FAA also has 17 lawyers with environmental backgrounds 
and is looking to hire more. 


To speed up the process further, airports have paid the costs 
of hiring additional consultants to help the FAA prepare 
reports. 


Still, environmental groups hope their interests aren't 
drowned out in a rush to hear the noise of cement mixers. 


“There is this false argument that you have to sacrifice things 
like environmental safeguards instead of making the tough 
call to make sure that both can happen at the same time,” 
said Scott Stoermer, a spokesman for the S League of 
PeneciINaon Voters. 


"You can do both." 


Advertise on Boston.com 
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UNITED BOSTON COMMUNITIES 
| Croudly CPresent | 


PICK-UP-A-FRIEN D-AT-THE-AIRPORT DAY 
World Premiere 


Friday April 27, 2001 
From Four to Eight Post Meridiem 


Massport is really extending itself to accommodate its growing number 
of customers. 


New terminals are being built, new runways are being planned, so there 
will be more and more flights in and out of Boston. 


As we look up, from dawn to late into the night, we can already experience 
this vibrant metaphor of our Booming Economy: an ever-increasing 
procession of jets to remind us that There Is No End To Growth. 


The constant noise, the pollution are a small price to pay for the privilege 


of living in a World Class City. 
Massport needs and deserves our massive support. Let us show them our 


appreciation for their Unwavering Dedication to Progress: on the above 
date, let us all drive to Logan Airport to pick up a symbolic friend. 


If you decide to participate, please visit the calendar page of our website 
for suggestions on how to proceed : 


www.unitedagainstmassport.org 
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Arthur F. Horn 
65 St. Andrew Rd. 
East Boston, Ma. 02128 | 
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May 3. 2001. RECEIVEL 
. . . "i 
Secretary of Environmental Affairs — MAY 9. 2001 
Att: Mepa Office ashy 
Mr. Arthur Pugsley EOBA No. 10458 MEPA. 
251 Causeway St. tee 
Boston, Ma.02114 
Dear Secretary Durand — 


Iam opposed to runway 14-32, centerfield taxiway and lowering the minimum. 


Massport’s statements are questionable, which I know from personnel experience. 
Massport had a soot study done a few years ago,which I took part in A tripod was 
placed in the side yard of my home. I live about 1/4 mile from the end of a runway 
AL-22R, just across the tidal basin. I live 2 to 3 miles from the Sumner Tunnel or 17 
heavily congested blocks from the tunnel... The test results said my soot came from the 
brake dust from the Sumner Tunnel, nothing from planes. The back of the planes that 
takeoff have their rear engines pointing in this direction. The soot comes in my.windows, 
over the clothes from my line and certainly into my lungs.. That study was certainly a 
lie!!!! Other than the distance the real proof is that myself and my neighbors were so 
happy to be having this study in their neighborhood, everyone watched and waited for 
someone to check it. NO ONE EVER CAME!!! We had suggested that they put it on our 
porch, but were told , that it had to be covered, when it rained. cae if I were out it 


TRIPOD!! I just pears removed it from my yard to the trunk : my car so that Lean 
bring it to meetings if I choose. 


This is how Massport operates. 


Massport says it will reduce delays, but by their own admission, only for a few years,. 
Does that mean we will need Runway # 7. No airports have 6 runways. Massachusetts — 
can not expect the most populated area of the cities and other close communities to 
accept the burden for Massachusett’s economics. Boston and many surrounding 
communities will not be a nice place to live 

People do not come to Boston because the airport is close, T hey come to Boston because 
itis a historical waterfront city, with many attractions, one of which is it’s - 
neighborhoods, it’s character. Could it be business people in Boston want it to be New 
York? | 

By your own words Massport will become Massachusett’s # 1 polluter. If this expansion 
is allowed, those mostly effected will be the lower income earners, minorities and new 
immigrants This will certainly be reversed environmental justice. 


Page 2 


The taxiway is needed just to get planes away from the gates, therefore they won’t be 
counted as delays. Massport does not say how many or how long each plane can remain 
on this taxiway, although they very seldom abide by their agreement on November 
taxiway. With the new gates how many planes will be able to just sit there, with engines 
running? How many planes will physically fit, meaning side by side, at an angle, how 
many lines, how close??7??? This taxiway, if allowed will destroy a neighborhood 
completely. : | 


Lowering of the minimum on any of the runways is not safe. The planes will be coming 
in, in bad weather very low over the homes. This is an increased risk to passengers and 
residents It is ironic the blast fence was removed for safety, when planes less than rarely 
come to the end, but having the planes just over the rooftops, at a time, when maybe 
Logan should close down , is now being promoted. But oh let’s live on the edge, take a 
chance!. Massport and the FAA appear to decide what is safe and unsafe, on what 
they want done for economic reasons. 


Also the thrust on climbing 1 is not only noisy, but extremely frightening to both residents 
and passengers. 


I am 67 years old and have lived in East Boston, my entire life. The last 39 yous I have 
lived at my present address. 


Please give this deep thought. Your finding may be the deciding factor on the quality of 
life of these many cities and town and their thousands of residents. There should be no 
action until there is a health study done. Threats, by Massport, of economical disaster 
have no 0 basis. 


Thank a 


Geto FM 


Arthur F. Horn 
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/} v 
Roberta T. Horn a ah 


65 St. Andrew Road 
Hast Boston, Ma.02128 


April 29,2001 


Mr. Robert Durand 
Executive Director of Environmental Affairs 
Att: Mepa Office 3 
Att: Mr. Arthur Pugsley 
251 Causeway St: 
Boston, Mass. 02114 


EOBA#10458 
Dear Secretary Durand. 


Tam writing this letter to protest the expansion of Logan Airport ,with runway 14-32, 
centerfield taxiway and lowering the minimums. WE ARE ALREADY UNDER 


Massport’s plans are outdated, flawed and certainly are stagnant. Certainly not creative 
enough to enter the 21st century 


If Massport’s rosy picture of less pollution is NOT TRUE by 
mistake incompetance,or on purpose, and the communities predictions are 
correct, WHO WILL BE HELD ACCOUNTABLE AND WHAT WILL BE DONE 


THROUGH, YOU WILL ANSWER THIS QUESTION. WILL THE FINISHED 
PROJECT BE DISCOUNTED AND NOT USED? | | 
THE TRANSFER OF EMISSION CREDIT TO AIRPLANES FROM LAND 


also be true for planes, that their arrival city have delays so they will just sit here, 
until they are cleared for takeoff. -It is unjust to have a place look so inviting, 


es ls 


cailing out to families, when it is only cosmetic, plastic. Will there be signs that 
say BEWARE carbon dioxide, NOX , particulate matter and other toxins 

are heading in this direction. The buffer park along Bayswater Street was built to 
better the neighborhood. There should also have warning signs put there. 
MASSPORT MUST BE MADE TO TELL IT LIKE ITIS. PEOPLE HAVE A 
RIGHT TO KNOW, WHAT IS GOING INTO THEIR LUNGS.. People know 
they are deafened by the planes, loose much needed sleep, but you can’t always 
see toxins, and the results are high respiratory problems and I am sure other 
illnesses would be discovered, if a health study was done in the communities 

If this situation of the parking lot comes true, WHO WILL BE HELD 
ACCOUNTABLE? 


Environmental Justice is certainly misrepresented in their plans. They used 1990 
data, that is certainly outdated.. The 2000 data was out. They chose not to use it. 
LYING BY OMISSION!!!!! You don’t need a study to know the minority 
population has increased in most areas of the city and surrounding communities 
by a great margin. East Boston is almost 50% minority. On the pay level,most 
people in the affected communities earn less!! $25,000 or the minimum wage 
may be a livable income in Oklahoma or some other states,but certainly is not in 
the Boston area. 

The poorer people and minorities should not be expected to bear the burden for 
the economic well being of Massachusetts. It compares to the building of the 
pyramids development on the backs of the weak and powerless. | 


Safety is a major issue. People live in fear of an airplane crash, when plane skim 
their rooftops. The plan to lower the minimum over the Bayswater tidal Basin is 
inconceivable. The planes will be extremely low in bad weather over these 
homes. The decision will not only endanger the neighbors, but the travelers as 
well. The thrust of a plane aborting a landing is a tremendous scare. If something 
happens, I am certain the F.A.A and Massport will say pe error and the pilot 
won't be alive to defend himself 


Building Runway 14-32 is alee a mistake. it will be outdated: in a few years. 


unacceptable and unjust way. as cities and towns that will be affected are 
extremely populated. How can an agency in charge of the environment even 
consider this attack on the quality of life of so many people????? 

There is no guarantee that this runway will be unidirectional.. Massport also 
suse a hotel and parking lot ag acent to the runway. , so much for safety. 


In your own words el airport will be the #1 polluter in ies in the 
most congested and populated part of Massachusetts. Where is the logic? HOW 
CAN THIS ATTACK ON THE CITIZENS OF BOSTON AND THE OTHER 
COMMUNITIES BE ALLOWED? 


fo? 


- Most people that fly are from outside the 495, 128 belt. The responsibility should 
be shared. Where is the justice in this plan? 


Please call for no action until all other methods are researched and implemented 
and that a health study is done. I believe Massport does not want to find 
alternatives, as they want to keep almost all the economic growth in 
Massachusetts, and are just offering tokens. 


Virginia Buckingham states she would rather spend money on mitigation rather 
than law suits. SHE DOESN”T GET IT, even with soundproofing you still are 
woken up can not have any quiet for any length of time, your windows still rattle 
the hum and the steady roar is intolerable and that is in your home with all your 
windows, triple pane, storm windows closed. You can never plan a party in the 
summer for out of doors. The fumes, soot choke you especially the children. 

Now of course air conditioning, , live indoors,, never go out on a summer evening 
‘after work, GREAT QUALITY OF LIFE!!! 


Please let no action be taken on this flawed plan. 


Do not follow where the path leads 
Rather go where there is no path and leave a trail 


ThankYou 


L¢hbivte Fi a 


~ Roberta T. Horn 


Letter 197 


159 Trenton Street 
East Boston, MA 02128 
April 20, 2001 


Secretary Robert Durand 

Executive Office of Environmental Affairs 
251 Causeway Street 

Boston, MA 02114 


Dear Mr. Secretary: 


The siege Massport is waging upon East Boston and surrounding communities is no less 
impacting upon our welfare than the British threats to burn Boston. Their determination to build 
Runway 14/32, regardless of the devastating environmental and social impacts from increased 
noise and pollution, promises to create intolerable living conditions. 

Massport claims runway 14/32 will allow more operations per hour sith strong northwest 
winds, thereby reducing delays and environmental impacts upon the surrounding communities. 
This is a complete misrepresentation of the facts. While it’s true, conducting landings on runways 
27, 33L and 32 will allow more arrivals per hour they do not address the departure issue. 
Massport states runway 32 will not be used for departures, therefore they still have only two 
runways available for takeoff with strong northwest winds. I suspect the real plan is to eventually 
use Runway 32 for takeoff also. 

Massport claims a long center field taxi way will ‘allow them more flexibility to push 
aircraft from the gate. In reality, the center field taxi way will become an aircraft parking lot as 
airlines increase their number of flights and struggle to meet their scheduled departure time. The 
result is more aircraft awaiting takeoff as the airport is flooded beyond capacity. 

Massport claims “most” RJ jets will be able to land on runway 32. A 5000 foot runway is 
marginal at best for these aircraft even in ideal conditions. During wet runway or icy conditions 
with the braking action less than good I guarantee you pilots of these aircraft are going to refuse 
landing on this runway. With these conditions and the airport exceeding its capacity the delays 
will be even greater than they are today, except we will be bombarded with even more noise and | 
pollution. 

Some time ago Governor Cellucci required a heart procedure. He iadicaied the procedure 
was not life threatening, but he was having it done because, and I quote, “It’s a matter of quality 
of life.” Apparently, the former Governor takes measures to insure his personal quality of life yet, 
without conscience, was willing to subject thousands of his constituents to increased noise and 
pollution levels. Quality of life IS the issue; without it a healthy community cannot exist. 

East Boston is experiencing a rebirth. Restoration and renewal are ongoing activities 
throughout the community. Future development of our precious waterfront is carefully being 
studied. The main street initiative is spawning new vitality. Green space, an important ingredient 
for every flourishing urban environment, is taking root. The Eagle Hill area has recently achieved 
long overdue recognition as an important historic site and is now listed on the National Register 
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of Historic Places. Residents are excited with the developments and are deciding to stay and 
rebuild their neighborhoods. 

Massport and supporting business leaders tout an economic boon throughout the area. 
NOT TRUE! Airport expansion in other areas of the country where quality of life was ignored 
does not economically benefit affected communities. Instead, people move out, real estate values 
plummet, businesses suffer and crime rates increase. In short, many abutting and affected areas 
slump into depression and decay. The only “economic boon” belong to Massport whose revenue 
producing design further encroaches upon our treasured island. _ 

Noise levels are presently unbearable from aircraft operations over Eagle Hill. Adding 
thousands more atop this National Historic Site is an appalling abuse of morality. Massports 
sound insulation program is a sham. Do they expect us to close our windows in the summertime, 
retreat into some imaginary soundproof cubicle; in effect, to be held prisoners within our own 
homes. | 
It’s time the FAA and airlines take a realistic and responsible approach to the real cause of 
delays in this country, irresponsible scheduling by airlines, and inadequate use of airspace. This is 
not just a Logan problem, it’s a national problem. Building more runways will not reduce 
delays, it will only increase delays. I’ve sat number 55 for takeoff in Atlanta and number 37 in 
Chicago to site just two of hundreds of instances. It’s time to face the fact that the airspace 
around Logan is already saturated and set in motion slot allocation. This will restrict movements 
and prevent over capacity. If properly instituted it will also eliminate the long lines of aircraft 
awaiting takeoff throughout this country, which is absurd. Long range planning should focus on 
better use of airspace, (1.e. moving military operation areas to better utilize traffic routes, 
redefining the national airspace structure to provide direct routes utilizing improved navigational 
capabilities such as GPS, and eliminating the 250 knot speed limit below 10,000 feet). In 
addition, airlines should be required to schedule responsibly, and ground ansportauon 
alternatives and alternate airport utilization should be maximized. 

While restoring my home in East Boston, I recently found a newspaper article from The 
East Boston Times dated Wednesday, April 6, 1977. The headline is “Massport Appoints a New 
Noise Officer at Logan.” According to Massport, and I quote, “this newly created position with 
its comprehensive noise abatement responsibilities and programs responds directly to one of the 
two or three highest priorities of the Authority to bring lasting relief from aircraft noise to 
communities adjacent to our facility.” Deceit and hypocrisy prevails. 

In short, stop killing up with deafening noise and pollution. Stop devastating the health, 
sanity and well being of all the surrounding communities for a project which is completely 
misrepresented and ill conceived. 


Respectively, Fe 


C2 eet 4 ye suff 


Captain Craig L. Jolliffe 
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Nastasss;, AS runway decision nears, 
Rhode 'siand  Qpponents face off against 
Vermont Mass port 
Connecticut 
New York J ant 
——— —— By Leslie Miller, Associated Press, 4/19/2001 20:40 

- More wires ; 7 
Sports BOSTON (AP) Massachusetts Port Authority officials said 
Business Thursday they expect to get federal approval by late summer 
Technology or early fall for a new runway at Logan International Airport 
Washington as residents of nearby communities showed no signs of 
Nation giving up their fight against the project. 
World 


At a sometimes-contentious meeting Thursday night, 
representatives of 27 communities affected by the new 
runway challenged a report released by the Federal Aviation 
Administration last month that said a new runway will 
increase efficiency and safety. 


“They avoid a lot of things," said Ronald Taylor, a retired air 
traffic specialist who lives in the Charlestown neighborhood 
of Boston. "They don't want to answer questions. They gota 
million excuses." 


But a Massport spokesman said the report bolstered the 
authority's position that a new runway will reduce delays at 
the airport. 


“Having the facts reinforced by the FAA has definitely moved 
this runway one step closer to becoming a reality," said Jose 
Juves, Massport spokesman. 


The FAA report prompted a public comment period before a 
hearing set for April 25 to determine the adequacy of the 
report. 


The hearing could allow the Massachusetts Environmental. 
Protection Agency to issue environmental permits to allow 
runway construction and the FAA to produce a final 
environmental impact document. The latter would set the 
stage for the FAA to issue a "record of decision," allowing 


‘the project to go forward. 


Massport, which operates Logan, plans to ask the state 
courts to lift a 25-year-old injunction prohibiting new runway 
construction if it obtains a favorable "record of decision." 


http://www.boston.com/dailynews/109/region/As_runway_decision_nears_oppon:.shtml 
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"Circumstances have changed significantly since now and 
1974," said Juves. "The point then was that there was no 
environmental process. Since then all we've done is 
environmental process and community input," he said, 
adding Massport has held more than 100 community 
meetings and spent more than $6 million in environmental 
studies. 


Runway opponents held out hope the injunction would not 
be lifted. 


"They're game: to get their socks knocked off in court," Taylor 
said. 


Community representatives said they were skeptical of the 
FAA's conclusions that noise, pollution and safety would not 
disproportionately affect their neighborhoods. 


"You're not monitoring where the heaviest amount of noise 
happens to be,” Bernice Mader, Quincy's representative, 
said. 


‘| The FAA is trying to speed up construction of more than 20 
major airports by adding new runways in the next 10 years. 


FAA Administrator Jane Garvey, who used to run Logan 
Airport, says approvals can be speeded up without 
sacrificing the environment. 


More than one-fourth of airline flights last year were either 
delayed or canceled, and the FAA projects that takeoffs and 
| landings will grow by 39 percent between 2000 and 2012. 


FAA officials are scheduled to tell Congress this month of 
steps they have taken to speed up construction. 


[ Send this story to a friend| Easy-print version ] 
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